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— 12205 Mt. 25 Sen W 
Jof Divinity i in the College of Glaſgow, 
bath, in his Detences, endeavoured to 
DN bl leren himſelf, and coyer his Sent iments 
=D Ly ſubriie Diſtinctions and plauſible 
Expreſſions; - Vet in his Papers, when compared one 
with another, it will appear that he has dropt ſome 
Things, which do very much confirm the Teſtimony 
of the: Eyidences adduced againſt him. He was 


chiefly blamed for e to the Father the 


eſſential Perfe&ions . Indepen- 
dency, Self-exiftence, and the Titles of Tu Most 
Hen Go, and the Only True God, in ſuch a Senſe 
as that ' theſe could not be plied to the Son, 
and ſor denying, that te Thee ine Perſons were 
nice in Number. In his Declarations 

* 3 given 


(4 
given in to the General . in aune 1550 he 


emed to quite and renounce theſe Errors. The 
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fi no fel U 10, The. 18 ers | 
the Confe 4 | CE; underſtood nothing by 
Bei of : one, "WP 1 neither Pegotz en nor Pro- 
ceeding. he had no other” Notion. of. do, Who 
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Nav 8 8 ond Daprocentings p 
Nature gives. no Negien 8 0 

ng as theſe Terms are de Serignures - 
e 8 of che Trauty.' rio, Hef as bes 

penuaded. che B! 

that; Paſlags: 


sbyrexy! will finde nothing aug in 

his Letter, thoathey be: ed 

wich abr Authors, who tale S/fraxiferre-to-beichs 
Father's perſonaf Property 3: but r 5 
Sonid, perſuade; bimſelf of ne. ſuch Things. 
notbat know Pre erh aud: bed s 7 
as they had good! (Realon,owith | See 

that; Selfr is pſed-by Antonio ee = N 

perſonal Property, ofithe'Father,: ; 
ing chem, chat theſe Authors ab 
that the Abnſe was. dangerous, e et 
Mall Ground and. Matrant and chat Ven b 

d inthe Faith uad the Term ini that Senſe, 
vic ie to undermiog and. ſubyert.the. funda f 
mental; and; neceffary Hochrine N oh the, Holy,gng 
Exer-bleſed; Trinity i und I fear he ii among the 
worthy Pixies that ſe the Term Saifrgvi/eucs {og 
for had he truly believed; and loved cherttue Doctrine 
of the, n , aft had. a ſuſt Cenerrn and: Leal 
fot it, oche had - expreſſed) his Diſſatisfasion with 
theſe thut uſe the Term that that Wg U tald. che 
Students round yn that cheſe v he ton ĩt in chat Seo 

were either Hereticks at the Bottom, er ſome as 
conſiderate raſſi chat were mot aware of: b 
Conſequentes:3:30 8 the Studleijts: o this was 
more neceſſary, than! his telling them, many Au- 
thors underſtood the Term ſos: His Way ob Ich. 
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i Pebaliar to the Fa ther 
Ser 8p rit eee God) they not having 15 
Aden the SHE. Bein): 4b It app. 
Sn did not Mer in the heult hig Diflike-of that 
Us ef the Tem? He ſays indeed the Students nbed⸗ 
ed ne much CGäweion ; ür IImuſf beg Leave to tell 
Him, hib Studenes needed it; and Ren more leartied 
Ad: Better eſtablifhed in the Faith, "than eicher ie 
Ader. past vely men nected At ar this "Tithe; 
and any ingenuous 5 — has read ſorties ite 
| Books;"rhatare'it many P 
 ibly'tos* oft in Me: S 0 


ing Chriſt Seine that lie — ers 
veiting his Spite againiſt che inndcent Ter rm,afid treats 
"Hig? 4s wich Contempy, ber the Sale the Truth ex 
preſſed by ĩt . He calls Seff-exiflence'n Term oo a _ 
_ ae Tb cre Ut Prot tery with Tels Deven 
beesmes ge ung money belie vet Chet 
io be the Self epi wy ee 'Gol; telling them, he WII 
take ir for a Bi uſeful Caution and Inſtru 
1 D Wenk the Fresbytery tell him che true 
ming ef that Bug ii Term: of Art, hen al- 
"Holy" Ghoſt, P. 40. thereby: 
* — that he Inv, ge” 
eaning teur was c ? 
Gen «farmed 2 wo © Bleſſed Perſons, ii 
olg Name he wib baprized + and that che Preſ- 
bytery could give no toſerable "Sethe of the Word 
in that Caſe without themſelves, and 
giring him Oedaſion to faſult der them. Tis 
true ends! N 102. It was a Piece of dutiful 
Neſpect to his Brethren, that he might * 
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Lerany chat las read his Papers in the Presbytery 
ink hinvin Earneſt, if they can! He had inſulted 
pe esbytery as. a Set of Wunde ſhallow: ignorant 

en, for thinking the Term cnuld: be applied to 
Any, zobut the Father only; and hpon other AC 
69 untsu⸗ Now he pretends ha pays a dutiſul Re- 
£0; them, he wants to learn gef them. Who 
t knows:iMy. Simpſon; knows not,othar,; in his 


e this Church ? I ſnall asfoon” believe, 
as Ihave heard, fade he 
— Foy — — Shai 
they 11% 8 

he, want 10 be iofiruged, by ſuch; 
1280 laſgow| Mätiiſtesb ? At: 3s BA Man 
f he e Contempt 
ſhould preſume: fo, fab: c£0zdmpofeCupors 


1 Wende, e een e eden ee tiers 


i ipods gerber) hilly - Pirtat; 
iH et ſummus. © waar he might have nid, that 
01711. joy ee taken cum grand ſalis. . Bur 
| theſe . bein g the 


anch tlie 3 235 
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ingulding the Father I petfotial. «Property; 
And ite lays3 
The gixing the different Senſes of the Term 
ent, appears 3 une Tenn 


Saen any Way Haberer ud 
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Larger Catechiſm, - One. i. though theſe Perfe&i- 
ons Th alcribed to Chriſt there, in the Higheſt Senſe 
wherein they are uſed in Scriptute. ztio, Mr. Sing= 
ſan did not condemn the taking theſe Terms in a 
Senſe including the "Father's perſonal! Property, as 
an Abaſe of the Ford s; and. though he took Care 
enough to inform os Sudchts; "Tha theſe Terms 
were: taken in — Senſe, yet he gave. them no 
Caution againſt uſing them, that Way; he doth not 
ſo much as pretend, that he gave fie atly fuch 
Caution, p. 50. or to have ſhewed his Diflie- rhers- 
of; from rwhence; i it is plain, it Was natural fot the 
Students to conelude, . he approved that Way of 
uſing theſe . or thar the Words in ther true 
and proper 1 hail Weite expreſſive of che Fa- 
rher's perſonal Propertics,; r ĩneluded thei”; and 
therefore could not 510 ly abd truly. be applied to 
the Son and Sp 5 did; not a 1720 9 . | 
ate, that herein tho ords were wreſted dangero 

What could the Scpdlentd ci i in that Ca the? 
that in Me. Siwfor's Judgment neither the 800 nor 
the Spirit wee God, and that he knew hg! Mean” 
ing Wherein Neceſſary. exifience, Ke. could be ap- 
plied to the Son. He ſays indeed, p KO Vectſſar N 
exiſtence and Inde penden cy. al bag ily taken as 5 


cluding the Father's perſonal Property; fof ne G 

he forbore the Uſe of them with reſp 00 to tlle 
becauſe they were never affirmed 3 the Son 1 in 2 
Sd and they were ambiguous Terms of Ar; 
and he might therefore .rcaſonably forbeatf "uſing 3 
them both e ing and preaching, th hey "of 
Terms apter to engender Strife, Se. for which, afd” 
other Reaſons, he never uſes them. eithet inf teaching 


or preaching, p. 2 50. He ſays, P. 161. the Fer 
3 6 by t one Authors taken Re 
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FF 
by! PN none, 94 can in this Senſe es to che 


Father only, though 1 in any other Senſe,” even the 
higheſt, conſiſtent \ with wh. actually begorren, it 
agrees to the Son; "and P. 4 It debe able he 
— 12 ve ſaid, ſlunmus Des ate to be taken cum 
grano ſaus when app Ge to the Son, they being by 
ſome Authors Alen in a. Seniſe ittlding che Fa- 


ther's ; perſonal Property, but he did Hot fay th 


4.0 

might be rightly taken in that Senſe. ne, ve 

W A 6003 judge the Words may be rightly 
Key in a. Senſe 9 the Father's perſonal Pro- 
petty, why ſhould he & Hy, , that" im his Judgment 
they. were, to be raken cum | rams ſalis, when aſeri- 
bed to Son? for there he declares His wi Judg? 
ment, ie not the. Jude ment ol others.” ZU, Ac 
cording; t to. him Han us Deus mut be" taken CH 
grans falt, and is 155 juſtly and pigperty uſed 
It. 1 Hude not the Father's 5. derty ; fer 
= to 120 5 N AS, "aft" de 2 — — 

at theſe erms are to be taken ? „ fa 
Fg when they are applied to the Sofi“ 3b, wor 
he only thought, chile fore Authors bad Wrengouf- 


Rare ly made. the 1 155 inctude” the Fathers peffonat 
155 cou never have mote ho te 7725 5 


the hp + Shea A gram ali; * betty 


whey be ſaid fo, he raatly Judged the Termts were 


never.rightly taken bur when they” were taken as 


including the Father's perſonal Prope „ and nor 
when they included it not. 4, Twist to know 
who theſe Writers are, who, when demonſtrating 
the Being and Attributes of God againſt Atheiſts, i- 
male Necelſary exiſtnce, &c. to include the Father's: O 
perſonal Property, or being unbegotten in a Senſe” 


wherein it cannot be applied o The! Son"; the Fa- | 
ther's 


r 


| < 44 x} | 
cher s perſonal, Propertics are to be unbegarten, 
and unprocceding himſelf, and to be the firſt Per- 


ſon. of the three, . in order of ſubſiſting ; but what 
a Neceſſity is there to make Neceſarg-exiffince, in its 
juſt, true, proper, and abſtract Notion, to include 


theſe? ? He has hereby taught the Students to 


thiok and ſay, That the contrary Terms may be 
truly affirmed of the Son and Spirit, viz. That 
they are contingent, precarious Beings, they are 
inferior, dependent Beings, becauſe the one is be- 


otten, and the other proceeds, they ate neither 
Omniſcieut, Almighty, Eternal, nor Immenſe with- 


out a granum ſalis; they are not independently 


1d neceſſarily ſo, yea, they cannot be ſaid to be 
3 when the Terms are taken in a ſtrict and pro- 
per Senſe. That this is plainly Mr. Simon's Judg- 
ment, how ſhooking ſoever it be to all that know 


y either the Father or the Son, appears from this; 


When the Remarker had ſuggeſted, p. 140. That 
with equal Reaſon the reſt of God's eſſential Per- 


1 ſuch as Omnipotent, Omniſcient, Eternal, 
may be ſaid to agree to the Son and Spirit, with 


a Reſtriction, or as taken in a Senſe not includ- 


ing the Father's perſonal Property, Mr. Simſon 


anſwers, p. 162. Sundry of the ancient Divines ap- 


plied the foreſaid Reſtriction to the other Divine 


Titles, Which the Profeſſor had no Occaſion to 
mention to his Students, and by theſe he has men- 
tioned, they can by Parity of Reaſon calily judge 


how far theſe Authors uſe. the Words, either in 
4 ſound, or. unſound Senſe, or make a right or 
wrong, Uſe, of the Terms. This one Paſſage 


might open, the Eyes of many that. favour Mr. 
Simon, - Were they not reſolved to wink, it is ſo 


fan Language; a lat this rate all the eſſential Per- 
oe fections 


— 


2 $b > * 
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9 


his & God, with a leeds Art, ſhall become the 
TAPE, 8 perſonal Properties, and they ſhall be raken 
from the Son and the Spirit. Tho* Mr. Sim- 
„ Pata talks of eſſential Perfe&tions common 
15 the Three Perſons, yet not one of them all can a- 
.gree without a Reſtriction, or a granum ſalis, more 
than Summity, Seif- ex} ence and Neceſſary- exiſtence. 
Mr. Simſon has a Senſe of every one of them, 
which they neither do nor can agree to the . Son 
and Spirit; no doubt a proper, true and Juſt Senſe 
in his Judg ment, tho? he has not thought” fit to de- 
clare it; and upon that Account they all become 


the Father's perſonal Properties. But, imo, The 


Scripture uſeth not theſe Terms in ſuch a Senſe, it 
aſctibes all theſe Perlections without a Reſtriction, 
without a granum ſalis, to the only begotten Son, 

and the eternal Spirit of Grace and Helmes and 
in a juſt and proper Senſe too. 2do, Fhe Light of 
Nature gives us ſome Notfon of the Meaning of 
theſe Terms, abſtracting from begotten or unbegot- 
ten, that Myſtery being quite above it. 3 tio, How 
2 0 Simſon to ſay he had no Occaſion to men- 
* 

had as much occaſion to mention theſe, as to men- 
tion Se exiſtence, Summit, Nereſſary exiſtenco. 
But the true Reaſon was, he knew Well that when 
he had carried away from the Son and Spirit, Sl, 


exiſtence, Neceſſary- exiſtence,  Independency, Supreme 


Deity, and the Title the only true God, he had car- 
ricd away from them all God's eſſential Perfe&ions, 
and the Godhead with them; and the Students, if 
they were not extremely dull and ſtupid, might rea- 
dily take the Hint, without his inſiſting on the o- 
ther Attributes. It was not proper ta enlarge too 


ſa id 


ion Omniſcience, Ompipptence and Hferftity? Hę 


much, that migit alarm, as a certain Free- thinker 


We 9} $9, 

dad o of one of 18“ Diſei ples, who had too early 
blabed in the Pulpit, ated: juſtifying what he had 
ſaid, but with all condemning his Indiſcretion, It is 
not Time yet. Has not Mr. 'Simſon hereby taught 
his Students to deny all God's eſſential, Attributes of 
the Son and Spirit? He did not tax that Senſe. of 
the Words as an Abuſe of the Terms, or warn the 
Students againſt being miſled by theſe Authors. 
Ho can being begotten exclude Neceſſary exiftence 
in the ſtricteſt and moſt proper Senſe, if the Son be 
not an arbitrary Production, as the Arians will have 
him. Had not Mr. Simſon been unſound in the 
Faith, he had certainly condemn'd that Uſe of the 
Terms, and warned his Students to beware of it, 
and to be on their Guard againſt the Writers that 
uſe the Words that Way. But ſo far was he from 
doing ſo, chat in his very Letter to the Presbytery, 
the Deſign of which was to vindicate himſelf 5 
that Charge of Hereſy, he ſhews no Diſlike of 
that Uſe of the Terms; only he pretends, they ne- 
ver came into his Thoughts to mention Chriſtus eſt 
ens neceſſarium, either in teaching or preaching, 
and gives this Reaſon, that Poſit ion was not men 
tioned, neither in our Standards, ner the Syſtem he 
taught, without giving a Hint of his teaching that 
Truth in other equipollent Terms. But, 190, Was 
this ſufficient to clear him of the [mputation of de- 
nying Chriſt's Neceſſary-exiſtence? Neither our 
Standards, nor the Holy Scriptures bound him up 
from aſlerting that Truth, in any other proper 
Terms, as ſtrong as he pleaſed, if he had a Heart 
to it. Well knew he, he was in no Hazard of in- 
curring Cenſure thereby; this Church has not been 
ſo forward to. cenſure him for higher Things. Had 


5 * as well verſed * Holy Scriptures, as he 
6 is 


in lome Baolss of leſs. Value; he might have found 
unt Neceſſary-exiſtence of the Bleſſed Angel; of God's 
:Picſence aſſerted by himſelf, in as ſtrong Terms. as 
nis poſſible to be (expreſſed. by them in Language, 
rod. ni. 6, 7, 14. Came it never into his Thoughts? 
an hundred Times. Poſſibly ſome Reverend Mini- 
ARers in this Church could clear this Matter, and 
bether Mr. Simſan ſpoke true, When at the Bar of 
the A ſſembly, he ſaid, he never taught 1o, | he never 
Aaid ſo, he neyer thought ſo. If they will not ſpeaæ 
now when the Honour of Chriſt is ſo much on 
che Field, they will know, how much their pre 
ſent Cloſsneſs will be to theit Credit, Peace and 
Comfort, when: they come to ſtand before Ohriſt 
in that Day. He pleads the Terms occur d not 
in che Syſtem he taught. How fairly, let us enquire ; 
Pines is one of the Syſtems he teacheth, Lib. 2. Cap. 
IL he proves, Chriftus oft eus neceſſario esuſtens, and 
tit as an eſſential· Property- of the Godhead 3: he 
preves Ciwiſt to be God, from the Term Fehovahb 
Applied 10 him, which proves him to be Heter he,, 
Madulla 18 N another Syltem- he teacheth, 2 and 10 he, 
Cap. v. Tleſ. . ſays, Though the Son be. begot- 
den ol the Farker, he is the true, moſt  bigh, and 
ade dendent Cad: And Theſ:xxi, he proves Chriſt's 


Godhead from che Divine Attributes aſcribed to 
N {particularly Independency,: one of the. Terms 
Vir. Sinan, tells us occurred not in che Syſtem he 
besgbeth Gregory de Valentia, when convicted of 
„ Falſheod much like this beſote the Pope, I think 
N us Clernent VIII. was ſo confounded, Hhe;dropt |} 
down. en the Spot, and fell into an Apopleny, of = 
which be never xecovered,, but died in a few 4 
_ | — 


» of "im Tears. But, r mo, IS any ſure that this is 


5 ity ſuch as Commun: 


* 


(5 


alter? Let egi lg by this, il ſome Men a 


mong us have not as Sack as ſome of the : 
moſt perverſe and inyprdent of the Jeſuis. If the 
earned, who have Adceſs to Libraries, will trace 
this upright Man in His Quotations, they will find 
otller Triſtances of his Integtity, or L am miſtaken, 
Wee "This was öbjected to Mr. Sim/on, he anſwers. 
t ate 163. He did hot teach theſe Chapters 
lie Has not taught that Place in Mark: 


Poſſibl N. this will require a granum ſalisi 
dy ſaid t Terms occurred not in the Syſtem. 
45 Had he read it 2 t orice, ke had eccaſion to 
in his 1 „Whd ſees not a he- 

div oully- avoid theſs bl 


22 en avoided 


x A $f: i &f 
ed Pats of Syſtem, 


hs ; 

J 90 been Tents de ed 9 Zw 

4 He Nen, yety, Well 7 were Men of Fi- 

re in this Ille, "who 89 emſelves Divines: thar: 
anſtſie N atter make the Son an arbitrary Prödustiat 
on{of, the Father's Wilt: and had he been found in- 


hg ke he. "had refuted their Herbſies, arid cn 
trachched them im their own. Terms, Whether they! 
had occatred in ür Standards or n6t, as tlie t-. 
thodoꝝ have, done in all Ages. It 18 Alledgel ir 
was not ſafe for him to uſe other Tetms, büt this 
is a mere Pretenee Without a Shadow f Gtound © 3 

Ame, He has uſed. Words, that Fence nor in 


aue Standards in his very Letter 76 the Pregby=r 


cation of Divine Petfections; 


fe: who" converſe: 10 with, him, ot hen 
him teach, may tell how nice e is in this Matter. 
240,” The; Man has been at Pains to wreſt the 


W of our Standards, into à Senfe he thought 
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fſerib'd our — at his being Hcenfed. 37e, 
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deny 255 


4 , Neceſſity agree ing to the Son 
— wil, puis being begotten; "he 
a Name in ule for that Neceſſity. "Being farther” 


"IM ; 0 726 0 
codfiſtent with his Errors, tho; contrary to the 


plain Meaningrof the Syſtem, and the Deſięn of the 
Compilers: This is the a vowed Way of a. cettain 
celebrated Door,” bur ſo ſcandalouſſy 1 
that ſhould it univerſally obtain, no ! can 
be ſure of whatlanothet ſays; ſubſcribes or . ; 
and Mr. Sinſer obſerving that ſome Terms that 
inch him, occur not in our Standards, he pre- 
tends ſuch a religious Adherence 0 our Dy (mg 
that he will--anſwer, ho Queries propoſed. in 0- 


tber Terms“ 3:0, It appears bow, glolely he 1 


ſign'd to een dag e in Thin 
elerve 


alt's Nec fe Paryr#%1 ence, und 

rer the ae Qs Queries, 

Newfary- exif- 

— hi. the. Father's perſonal Fro yy; 
Son was not, God, P. 230% "yet his 
made "he m Ene ili 

55 openiy. Being ed wha Abe 

Faches by Were ary, 


when he made it include tlie 
perſpnal. roperty, he long ſhifts ie Tov 
* If, talks 1 in the Clouds 'ot 3 Higher De- 
Son, fo far as-is 


e knew not 


8 
2 


to 


=} | 


ſprct to hi 


out. it comes, Neceſſary exiſtence is being 
hart 45k he Aurhors ( 151 de )eake gi, 
exiſſence to include the Father * perſonal Property, 
they;mean by it, being a3ſoluttly If none,* or being 
anoraginaredyadHtin the very Phraſes of a famous: 


Doctor, P. 218. Bu Ino, Wh. y did he ſhiſt o 
long, might he not have rold at ld that Nos 


15 22 


wake 4 Way for Ungoding the Lor 


in as ſtrict and high Senſe, as the Father himſfelk. 


ling at the Terms, and detlining. to 1 t 
| Precby rety's' Queries, Was boly 2 Fac 


_ ly of adne.7- heſaid he would: not peſently ive aa 


; @ 2 3 
een, in 4 odd Pe dar Sankey 
fievr. with being begotten in his: 
ad he laid ſo, I tear he had laid but pro was 151 
Jaa ment. 240, Had he been ſound in the Faith; 
'what need. Tor making. Nceſſar r3-exiſlence indliide 
Unlezotten; And had he been found is the Faich, 
What in all the World hindred him from teſlin 
his Students, that Uſe of the Word, was's knavil 


"Abuſe of it, that crafty. Hereticks add 2 oy - 
eius 


Mie bt he not have told, that Uabegomas and Ne- 
4 de are quite different Congeptiohs, 
tter not neceſſatily inferring the former, 

"and that the Son and Spirit ate Neceſſarily-gxiſteht 


The 2 Nature tells Us, What Nereſſariij :- 
ent is it can give no Notiop of, What it is 
be Rune or Unbzyotien in the Scripturg. Egle, 
where it reveals this Myſtery, He was pot 4 
- whit wWas the Notion Bose Clark, ot toy the 
of that Gatg"might force up on this 15 jþ 
what was his ow Notion of it, when 1 
to the Son ꝰ Ina Word, his Wray 5 


off his being öbliged to ect bi jadgm ms 
openly — lundamental Truths. 
Being asked before the Committee; Þ y 
one of the Members, If he belieted the Sp 4 | 
as neceffari y begotten, às the Father is ficcellat 


- tie doubres if lie C0 


"Antwet to that 


tepeat the Words — If he fhoult * 
dome would think him diſmgenuch in His preſent 
| 288 * — Deines 


— 8 
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ack the Son was not begotten by Neceſſity, or 


in, bat by Nature.” To anſwer that Quel- 
5. — :wordd: be to make a new Article of Faith, 


Thing not proper for him; but if the Aſſembly 


thought fit to do it with all his 'Heatt, or he 
Would know: what to do, he we uld adhere to 
ne Paper he gave in to the Aſſembly, P. 
187. Je himſelf thought ft ro give an Ac- 
cout of? what. he ſaid ict in the & ommittee, in 


Paper Page 216. and 35 * wherein he tells, He 
_ Said: de Was againſt making any further Decla- 


-ration on that Subject; the Neceſſity of the Father's 


begetting the Son was not deterinined i in our own 
or wy other, Proteſtant, Confeſſion, in expreſs 
Words; his determining it, might. be accounted a 


PART a new Article of Faith, or expreſſing ſome 
Id one in new Terms; With ſome other hings, 
"ke Page 1 8. But 1920, The Reader will ce: there, 
that ne dec lined awning the neceſſary Generation 
rok the Son. He needed | not pretend he could not 
deut the Queſtion, or. recollect it in his Thoughts, 


417 


xeſtion. was propoſed clearly oftner than once, 
"ang"t 100 it was unexpected to almoſt: all the Com- 
. they underſtood it well enough. ; a duller 


Man chan he might eaſily have taken it up. Beſide, 


"the Minutes will ſhew that he underſtood it, and 
he might have e latisfyingly, without mak- 
A0 . r 2 Earl had he been Ortho- 
ys As to what: he pretends, that he would 

14 72 (ing chought to have acted diſin genuouſly in 
thoſe "Circumſtances: Gaye he not as gteat Ground 
Toy 7 to think he had acted diſingenuouſſy, when 
"he ma many Declarations in Points he had 
ſhifted dba, hn he ſaw the laſt Aſſembly was 


Wins ho BL 8. Scree that might affect his Free- 
eee Ss hold 


VVA 


Hom 


e 
| v3 
£ 83 
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A Abi may | 
wered to this Quel-, 
tion to this e 37% "Tis. vilible Cup N Ne- 
geſſary Exiſtence was no Part of Mr. Sſan & 
Faith, both by. his Letter, and the Strain of the 
Papers he gave in afterwards. Neceſſary Exiſtenęe 
is one 'of the prime Attributes of the God-hrad, 
whereby i it is moſt clearly, diſtinguiſhed, the, Terms 
are plain, calic and clear, withous any | Ambigaity, 
Jut what is forc'd on them, and in a way-whereby 
t is eaſis for Mr. & mſon, or any other, to make an 
Term ambig uous; yet tis vigible Mr. Sinſon had 
o deep an Ayerſion to this Truth, Chriftus eſt e us 
neceſſarium, that he could not endure the very Terms 
by which it is expreſſed, for its ſake; he calls 
it a Term of Art, an , ambiguous Term, a 
Term apter to engender Strife, Sc. P. 47, 0. 
and for this Þ eaſon, among others, he never uſed, it 
in teaching or preaching. If he was moyed by Rea: 
ons not to ule the Term, ſurely. che mentioning of 
it came into his Thoughts; yea tis plain Nag its 
not occurring in our Standards, was not 


'F 


Reaſon of his forbearing to mention it. Why Is "No 


celſary exiſtence called a Term of Art? How | is it apt 
to engender Strife, Se; I ſee not what Philoſopher, 
what Divine, what Teacher, ſound or unſound, 
did ever bring ſuch a Charge againſt the, Term 
ſince the Creation, or treat it with ſuch Contempt 
and Spite, Ever one knows Mr. Simſon loves, 
be ſingular, and here he is ſingular with a Wirneſs, 
he ſtands by himſelf. © What Harm has the Term 
gone, wherein has it offended him? It is obvious 
C3 his 
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1 uarrel is. * N Tax NE t. an 
b FR ae 6 ch 4 Liberty "to rail Piel Lv 8g 
gaink 22 'T' wit the Term 2 "vſefiil to firret him 


our? of HY Reſeryes,” and drive IH difcover his 


groſs Utiſdundneſs in the Chriſtian Fait I 'or elſe to 
— 40 the Hogs he had ney ka And. 0 f b 


End: This A the eines eh 
555 |: 11 doubt, if he ſhall ever 
ie it, Nee a Chriſtian 28e rar to be; 
. 25 tell him the Time may nee When he Hal 
witha Heavy" Heart with that he had never ingen 
Aered 8 not Gbſtrücted the Knowledge anc 


peer Gol moe than rhis innocent Tam has 
e 1 paſs by his Tnſolence, as what any many lay 
their An with from Men of his Temper 4 a 
Princples.” Lask of Mr. Sm ſon if this Angel, When 
heeafled himſelf Tam, afcribed to. Piment tlie Fa- 
dhe Fer ſonal Property * Or if Mr Simon, had h 
ou) prefent, would Rar dared tell ki that Wor! 
uſt beiraken bum grano falis > © 35 chere were 
keartied' Authors th tf ye uſe. the Term 4 As includ- 
{the Father , Petfonal Prop erty s What Reaſon 
ou” Mr. men hate to demür about the Son's 
Naryexifietice;” more than in ing the Son 
ant, Tebovab, Me Gd of Abraham, add and Ja- 
705. e de ye tlie oel tans and A- 
vans. ay to har Text; but” Mr. Simſon. has not 
t dated to xdvance" them, tho? J gtrongly ſuſpect 
"would; i it h He Aurſt; c thinks it is not yet Time; ; 
dune wp or” Werds? It is proved that Mr. m- 
* e Nere) ary-eaciſtence of our bleſſed Em- 


A 


Sage, the Lord of Glory: and that he ſaid the 
e e ot cl is 4 Thing we know 


285 not 


. 


| 15 him tan 


* 2 , * 5 * 4 
* { 1.1. 3: 20 20 1 10 


He fays ſomething / that ſcerms not co agrcexelliwith = 


Wu dhe. ded ² VA ² Gon es a, BE 


nc 10 olgneſs Was come to ſuch 
Ii 25 had th 3 faraqceigo lead in the 
age of the A 8 that bab. dep: 
22 198 alt ary-exiſtence,, df Chril 
Th OBA we k MPO Was nat. relevant, or was not 
ent ep 1 8 en proven; 
 lame.c is Article,/.the erms Were 

I e L. be uſed when rolling oh the 
init; and that this were philaſophical Niceties 
. 55 Nothing about, ambiguous Terms gf 
* 2 7 Yea,hempleaded char reaching Chrilk is 


go 


: ) le to 
Ce P'S [bas 17 e ae 10 
i "el lj rel, by his e and Friend 
Vany gs he Waß 


uw [OSA 575 cis Man pretends HWA not ſat 
5 ms dor contained in qur dende 
May a 4 N "Hereſy 2nd. blaſpheme the 1 
clus,” and. yer, plead Innocenge, 852 all? If t 

rieleg be no relevant. to infer ni nr te chen the 
ij n Fault in teaching and venting 


eee ee es 1 
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1 Menke ee. of af 


perties of tko Facher, Sen and 
e pe prove xh te Diſt inktĩon of 
the rsd ade Oneneſs of me Godhead, 5. 


—— 9 7. Then Nature and / Meaſure of chieir 
N | Oneneſs 


a. 
Obers and Dintgchen Is ber Teyeale in God's 
Ward, which . us this Doctrine ſer 
BO But, 1 mo, wm he talks of a rea 
of the Perſons, he feems thereby to infi- 
nuiate tha they ate diſting viſhed; t res a re, and 
$ 2 they are not one in Subſlaice and Effetice {bur 
F'this' ore "afterward: do, How comes Mr. 
Sin) on | ro” know What, he ſays, is not xevelſed in 
that Böck, which alone teacheth us this Doctrine, 
and which he ſays we have no Faculties capable of 
0 10 it right in this mortal State? How can 
proy the Oneneſs of the Godhead, from that 
wich he himſelf has owned: hie cannor Kno, Ber 
it is not revtaled'? 37io, He owns that the 
e Alone teacheth this N yſtery, and that t the 
8 Nothing of the Nature and Mea- 
55 bf tits Openels and Piſtintien; Flos then 
an th he Narute aid Incommunicableneſs of the per. 
TY any Thing to him? "How 


| *thit' which" is 9 0 revealed, " which e neirh 

NR noͤl can know; reyeal or” prove any Thin 

| 70 Hime How Cem te prove the Oncneis of the 
1 Godhead? This is te prove che toſt evident Truth 
Wl. by. what. is moſt. jnevidenr,. vig, by, the Nature of 


f 1 ſonal Properties, yea by what it is impoſſible 

| for Mr. Simſon td know, by his own Confeſſion. 

| HNA e talks indeed of the Nature of the perſonal ! Pro- 

perties 18 rebealed in Scripture, and expreſſed in our 

Standards, Procedure of the General Laer . 
39. Bud this- is only to contradict himſeli 'flatly, 

W for-bwBad: ſaid! befote, - that this is not revealed in 

1 the only Bebk that tells us any Thing about theſe 

Perſons. - -4to, Ho can he r the ee of the 

Oneneſs of the Godhead is not revealed in Scri cure? 


00 8 ſhewz that the Qnenels of the 
0 Nature 
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N ature.is an abſolutely ſimple Oneneſs, Deut. vi. - 
This is a Truth ſo manifeſt by the Light of Nature 
that the Heathen, may know it, Rom. i, 19, 30. 
Few of the Heathen, who were Men of Thought, 
were ignorant of it, and ſome of. their Philoſophers 
have 6 Ba ſoundly. and learnedly on the Head, 
What can Mr. Simon aim at here? Deſigns he 
to affirm that the Scriptures reveal not whether 
God be one individual Subſtance, or an Aggrega= 
tum of more Subſtances ? ., Or whether an unneceſ- 
fary Being may be made God, or become a Part .of 
God? He ſeems to have a Deſign to make the 
Oneneſs of the Godhead the only Myſtery, and a 


Point as dark and hard to be conceived and underſtood. 


as any Thing in that moſt myſterious Doctrine, or 
in all our Religion. He ſeems to evidence this to be 
his Deſign, by his wrangling ſo much againſt the 


numerical Oneneſs of the Divine Subſtance. This 
makes me apprehend, that in Mr. Simſons Judgment, 


; i 


would he ſpeak, that the Father only is God, and 
the Son and Spirit are two mere created dependent 


Beings, united and made one with the Father 


ſome Way that Mr. Simſom inclines not to tell his 
Mind about; no doubt, it would be ſome rare No- 
tion, could we get it out of him. This is the Man- 


nee of the Oneneſs which he ſays is kept ſecret; and 


wherein the Myſtery lyes, P. 30. A Myſtery no 
doubt, a Myſtery of Nonſenſe and Blaſphemy, to 
make two mere Creatures one true God, and one 
with him, who is the only true Self-exiſting God. 
Well does he know the Myſtery lyes not in the One- 
neſs of the Godhead, or the Divine Subſtance and 
Eſſence. He makes no Doubt of the numerical 


and abſolutely ſimple Oneneſs of the Fathers Sub- 
ent? but the Myſtery lyes in this, that there 


. ſhou d 
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Hoi be ther ma T had 


Identity of the Father, Son and Holy Ghöſt; this js 
What he cannot receire, he abe ured he ſtiinbting 
o 2 7 AST19G: 211 2819 10 WS 
0 ben he comes to reed theſe two Poſitions, 
Provedare, P. 39. and 46. he Fays in the forthe) 
Paſſages," State; P. £7; he is feaking of the Na 
ture and Incommunicablenels” of the petſonal Prez 
perties, and their Nature and In cee 
mes chey muſt be truly diſtin Perſons, and "th 
Mature of chem, * far ne are revealed 
= Seripture, 4tid'exprelt in or Copfe/ion, does pro 
| | the C Sa 0 their Godhead; Ws Prop pr 7 
of the Son and the Spirit thew Tuctr & Relation be 
thcet them and the" Father that they müft be 
One and che ſame God with him, fecing city, Have 
from him the ſame Natute à nd Divine 17 
which he has origina 2 Hub; and receive 
dom none; and there are ho'"othet Perſohs *< 
Tungs poſſeſt of the ſame itfimite Perſoctions, ex- 
- cept the Father, Son afid Spirit: Hence "Gs proved 
chere are Thive diſtinet Perſons of the Godhead, 
. and theſe Three have One G odhead, Which is the 
76-072," expreſſed” in our : Sthiidatds ; bur Sa 
PI i. the Proſeſſor Ha Teaking of the Nane 
and Incemmimnicableneſs 5 erfonat Ptopertics, 
as in the fofmer Caſe, but of the Natüre and en 
ſute of their Oneneſs àtid Plſtinetion, Wich is the 
an deut of the Manner of their Oneneſs and Pi- 
ſKinction, Which he he ſays 1 not? redtaled. Out 
Standards acknowledge that rhe Nature and Mea- 
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{are or che Manner howg the Perſons Are NO 
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on it is ineifable, inconteitable aud in irterab le, 
"ow? Ind, —_— of the Propettic 
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65 1 
k teveated th dhe vic e denies. to 85 7 be f 
vealed in the other, | 24% How comes Mr. Simſon 
to know the Nature of theſe diſtinguiſhing Pro- 
perties? It ſeems to be more dimiy reyealed in 
Scriptuxe, ſo dimly, that it would be hard for him 
to prove from the Nature of theſe Properties, ; as 
für as We can reach a Conception of. it, that the 
Thtee Perſons are One God, without Arguments 
drawn from. other Topicks, than the Name, Na- 
fute and Tncommiinicablenels of theſe Prope rties * - 
And 'tis clear enough, that if the SL nee of theſe 
"Three be not ofic and. the ſame in Number, they 
can nevet be ohe and the ſame God. 3j, How 
comes hie to call the Nature and Meaſure of the 
Oneneſs and Diſtin&ion of theſe Perſons, the Man- 
ner of that Oneneſs and Diſtin&1on..; 75 Procedure, 
P. 40. And how comes he t to call, the Manner of 
that Oneneſs and Diſtinction, the 70 dior: Ts that. 
"Oneneſs and Diſtinction? The To Aer is & map 
5 0 „or the Reaſon a priori,  wherefore a . g 

> and ſo. Is tlie Nature the Manner ? How 
gern the Nature of the perſonal Properties. prove to 
us in this dark mortal State, rhe Onenels of the 


Sodliead, When we habe duch 4 dark and imperfect 
Norton df it ? 


Hh He inſinustes there are Hy ypotheſes nt 


in the Presby ytery s Queries not ed on God's 


N and that lead into maniſeſt Contradictions, 


| P. 69. ind 71. and whence have ariſen Con- 
tentions, Hereſies, Schiſms, P. 163. and. P. 18. 


_ he ſpcaks of. JF Order of the Is. Heing of the. Three 
Perſons, a as if the being Eſſenc * one -of them, 
Were 1 to the 12 2 2 Ecke ys Nana ; 
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lead ont Minds to Ideas ol the Diſtin&ion : an 


3 
Perſons, of the PT wi ſuch as are invented 
| y Heatheris to. expreſs the” Diſtin&ion | an 
Bang of created Beings, which therefore do Ri 
Oneneſs of the Divine Perſons, like to the Di ir 
on Lag Onenefs amon 85 Oreatures, which therefore 
canriot agtee to the Divine Perſons. 'This, in 
Ages, has occaſioned needleſs Debates and Conten- 
tions about their Diſtin&ion and Openels; 15 


fore, after the Example of famous Divines, "he laĩ 
afide' all theſe Hypotheſes; and for this ſpecia 
Reaſon, beſides rhete mentioned in his Letter 
the Presbytery, and in his Anfwers to their Re 
ences,” he uſed. not fome Terms mentioned | in the 
Presbytery's Queries, and mentioned 7 
them, only as HH. ypotheles, and p gpoſed | Argu- 
ments to ſhew their Pobabr , an how far th 
may be ſafely uſed, ſuch as that c 4 One Subſtance 
in Nude; and in His Opinion, the Subſtance 
to the Three Prot pm muſt, be One in 


Number, it being abſolutely immenſe : Yet he can- 


not Uiflemble, 1 that Phraſe, One Subſtance in 


Number, is uſed in the Senſe wherein it is only y ap- 


Plied to rational Creatures, it will be inconſiſtent with 
dhe forcfaid Diſtinction; and P. 89. he ſays, The 


Subſtance 8 the Perſons 1 is not to be ſaid” either u- 


mericaty © r /þ ecifically "One, as thele Terms of 
© Ariftotle's Philofophy arc ordinarily ufed, becauſe were 


they numerically One in Subſtance, they would be 
One Perfon.----The Father, Son and Holy-Ghoſt 


cannot be ſafely ſaid to be numerically One in Sub- 
ſtance; and when our, Divines ſay there are Three 
Terſons in One Subſtance in the Unity of the God- 
head, they could nat be thought to mean One Sub- 
u Number or . wilt make them e | 
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one, P. 5 Tk. Hog oq1: he avoid 155 


the Divine Eſſence to be 


fb 


Hay, Fo i "rigs chi o dee he mies at, 
are_Chrilt's Being a. Mace atrium, and the three 


are the Hyp theſes not Nene 5 e that 
* 1centions, 
Schiſis, Terelies' in all Ages; 'thele he has laid a 
ſide, they ate no Part of 5 l 
lained- ea of them, and Prop oſed e 
7 to. thew' 55 Aer "200k It is 


> ADI e e Pare of 
hi a OE 1775 WhO le. wig a Subſtance can 
be bu 15 one in x number, il 10 abſolutely” inimenſe. 
110% I 11 fo tell what he means; he uſed not 
5 fence either dum ot ſpecifically 
founding 
endivided f i \feparable Ef e Subſtaner in 
number, 2 AT . Why objects 7 ant one Subſtance 
. 0 24 "more 255 againſt" ohe Eſſence in num 
ber? Will ne deny che Eſſence, or the Gothead 


{11 | 
hon, tot he tres, 69 to” ORE Sabſtance > WII 


ence to. be in number? Can 
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1 hat. means og ro one un aide mr arable Ef- 


fence, which he is careful not eo confound! With 


one. Subſtance i in number, p. Doth he imagine 
"Ces immenſe kind of 

atter, "confiſting of undivided and inſeparable 
arts ?- Mr, Nan Boyd has Tworn he heard him 
fay, 'The Perſdhs or the Trinity are indeed A1 21 
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Form, 970 than for 18 5 7 * . 
reflec by it? Put after all, w. n mum 
BEE Oi "be affirmed of 12 or Nature, 
'Effence, and Subſtance.” common: to all the three 
Perſons, without” Any: Inconſiſtency, with the Plu- 
rality « of the Perſons 2 Why. ſhould. ir lead to wrong 
1685 of God, 85 to think that there, is but © 

1 55 of the ( Godhead : ? I dare lay Ariflaile hi 

Telf, had he been educated as Mr. Simſan rag 
might haye avoided, the wrong Ideas Nr. Sim- 
ſon talks of; he would haye had 3 more Senſe, has 
to, talk of the fame Perfections i in number re lid 
ing in a Subſtance that is not one and the ſame 
in number. Why. ſhould Mr. Simſan boggle ar 
owning the three Perſons to be of one and the 
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rhe Perhaps ſome may 1 
me a iting 5 7 = if . the 


it. Sed, 'rhat the Sübſtabce of he. CA 

Ne one in number, and not three in num- 
ba” Mr. Sim ſon have the Braſs to ſay, this 
Peying « dutifal Reſpect to chat Judicatory,, and 
xpretfion- 0 ow Petr to learn of Hem. ; K 
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Therefore explain it. Th 


6 41 9 
date he way tay ſo, and! bear no de 5 ber 


MI. F fems'1 to "have aF creh, ba chars ke 
orthodox Doctrine about the Trinity 1 ies e 
ten ance thereof, with Fabellianiſi iſm, in 
ee made three Perſons to be 7 51 tl hree 8 455 
ferent cexributes Eharacters, Modes, and Names 
of one Divine Perſon, But Im, "He deals not 
fairly, for Sabellius's Judgment... Wag, that the F. kt 
ſon $ of the God-head diftered only in Names, with 
on 1 peaking of Modes and Charadters. The Or 

thodox fay, that they differ not in Names only, 
but in their manner of ſubſiſting and different Re- 
lations, . and they are numerically one and the fame 
as fo their Efence, Nature and. Subſtance. 
never faid, that three Perſons are oui three 
tho! the Ae, and See wien Wee XL, ch 


a 5105 Pegs iy 1 a . 'S 1525 

9 hs A Teflon, pi intelligent Agent, P n 

15 ſays, Page 94. the Father, 80h, 1 Ait age 

Called chtee 'Perfons* in our Standards OLED 91 
ing the leaſt 15 7 that the Word 5 55 to py | 

PREY its proper . ie in 59 55 | 
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35 in Seripture and: 75 Standard ent 
Creeds rep reſent them ſo; and xd A arts 
they a 4 in the Work of. Redemption, Tepręlent 
them as proper Perſons: Tea they haye deen de- 
fined by the. Fier Schoolmen, as three” ToreBligenc 
"Norms, tho” they hape explained it Way. 8210, 
and contradicted 2 by their Metaphy ical inet 
* hel Debates. I cer m D. 
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OTE his way..of Teaching of late cone: 
Trinity. For forwerly be gave the Students 
this Caution,” chat the Tn Pen when” aj pptyed 
to the bleſſed Three in che Sccel eatl, is not to be 
taken pteciſely in the fame Seiſſe A8 x hen ken © 
| Ctbltures, but 11 late . that C aütlon, 1 ? 
and he ſays che omitting that. Cl tion ca hoot. 
Tt 0 "Thi Caution Was! not \agreeablc to i 
way of Speaking and Teaching Page 86. But ino, 
I is viſible, he Altered his W. 5 0 e 1 
Mis proven tlfat he ſpoke ald A Wo 
ther” it ne Agtecable to his e 
356, Tis wo han likely, t 12 15 Mind 
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Kea: MEND 0 Ee be ok ide Sn and tie 
nenels of the Subſtance L lie "three Perſons, 2 
the Cauſe oft the altering | ay of Teaching, an 


Kis omirking that Caution.” 5 We ſhall not 
a the. rhiee Perſons to be three intelligent, Agents 
4 Whether that” be the efinition of the Term, we en= 
quite” not prelen)! it i it de owned that theſe three 
| gents Have © the fame Life, "Nati ure. - Subſtance, 
Effenice and eſſential Petfectio ons. But ir is plain, he 
| wrongs the 'Pox piſh Schoolmen, for if they call the 
Fakes” Son Ind Spirit three Intelligent Agents, 
they call chem A of one Subſtance, Undead. 
ing and Will, "and e own. the God-head and Divine 
"Subſtance. to 2 be humerically oe in all the Three; 
"aid they a Fes them to differ only in their Order 
"and Meer 0 "ſybliſtiog, and mutual Relations, 


Aid erſonal 2 This i 15 not to contradi 

"the" (ruth, or to. xplain away: 993 the School 
| e their Fall 188 he ſhou'd not belye them, 
5 are ſoit Ader! in this Point baſtly, y, than either 
n & his Friends Mr. Fin ſon ſpeaks, Fake 
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69. of” Mens eſſaying to be wiſe Aer what. Is 
Written, in.cxplaining the Doctrine of the 'Trinity, 
ws, of theit advancing Hypotheſes not revealed in 
's Word, dg of their uſing Terms of humane 


1 Art cular ulated for explaining the Nature, Diſtinction 
þ on 


3 95 ee age 69. The Sabelliat 


15 ian Hereſies roſe from Mens uſing ſome dik- 
Fea 


Hyporhe "advanced to explain the Doctrine 
of the TORY 3; ut after all theſe Hypotheſes, an- 
cient and modern, that he had ae i to read and 


| bee 7 ws he found none of them ſufficient to explain 


that Myſtery.— 17 18 The Framers of the ancient Ca⸗ 
thalick Creeds, latter 2 805 885 of Maß- 
minſter in particular, reje theſe Hypotheſes, 
for this 875 us Reaſon, that 17 were not + 25 
reveal ture as to be made "Articles 
Fab or Term 5 Communion. — The Mam of 
4 keept altogether à Secret, Page 70. 
— oP caſons,. altho' for. ſome. Yeats he made 
uſe of ſeyeral d en 1 Þ yet having pope, 
apon Trial, none of them were ſufficient to re 
move Difficulties, but, on. 1 contrary, they: lies 
ready to kad Students into dangerous Errots and. 
Miſtakes, Page 20. But imd, I own J am againſt 
advancing any Hypotheſes in Theology, hot feveal- 
ed in Scripture; better had it been with Mr Sinſon 
had he been more careful this Way. But ſure Iam; 
the Neceſſary Exiſtence of the 2 Word, and 
the Numerical Oneneſs of the Divine Subſtance iti the 
three Perſons, are no precarious groundleſs H). ypo- 
theſes, but neceſſary Truths. .- 249, Mr. Saen 
deals not fairly ĩn Nena to have laid aide all 
ypotheſes, 9 tis plain he has embraced ond © 
ts trontt of all the Hypotheſes, iz. the Herefy 


we coins, as is vile from che State of thi 855 


25 "4671 27 Face 

Leſs to, A 9080 ition m Hh be a great Ttuth of 
G 80 dhe it do not inable a Man to ex lain ſuffici- 
ntly an incomprehenſible. Myſtery, and remove all 
aus about it. 40, 1 do not underſtand 
2 Kind of Doctrine he can teach about rhe 

s\ il 77 teach nor his Students, Whether 

Ch e a Son, and Spirit, be God er not, Whether 
95 ö 100 or Divine, Subſtance be ide or more, 
whether. WE have one; Gpa or three; whether two 
_ . be thebt true one God! POT che Maker 
50 Ruler « of the. World, aud the Gbjectdof Di 
Woglhip. Th is 1s all Teantinderlting By s HA. 
TE all” bo heſes,; for h e. vets” "nt what 
the” F ypotheles Je” formerly” ml - = 
a, as now laid aside or what” Were t 1 85 
ele bp mentioned of late, "ſewing Nee 
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ave the Truths he tras'p Tile 9 lay 45 
th to | 155 Orcaton dt All. e ate Schiſms 
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ions Ancient and m. „chat have 

bY 5 (es ; he ig mich mine in ſaying 
one "SUM: ct in ae 

815 Schl 4 b e "Spins! and made the Foun- 
dation of cheir mainga if their H ly.” The So. 
mians ule che Phiri SF >Eftre” an Pro per Senſe; 
95 "they, « own. the* Unity” of the Godthead; what⸗ 


ever be their Defi ion” End and Aim: They uſe the 
Phraſe L for cfaid ma juſt endugh Senſe, tho they de- 
we there can be more Perſons of "the Godhead' 
than ohe, and herein lies their Hereſy“ And the 
Foundation of their maintaining it, is not a wrong 
Senſe of this Term; it lies in a quite other Thing, 
YZ... in their having adopted twWo 2 Mr. Simſon 9 
darling Socinian Maxims, Ratio eſt principium & 


afin um Fundamentum Heohogie Mering d. to be 5 
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12 He'ſpeaks ſomerimesof,bis Humility, RON 


lincere he is in this, may appear, 1 rom 


his retuſing eto anſwer the Presbytty's Queries, 


and from the inſolent Treatment they,,,mer, with 
from him all along. 2d, From his reluſing to 
tell them the. Hypotheſes he had formerly. made 
Ule of, but of late had laid aſide, and tèlling them 


he was no Way obliged to tell them, Page 173. 


The Presbytery had no Right to know, ang. paſs a. 
Judgment-0n him. 3tio, When he was acquainted-. 
by the Presbytery Clerk, Pebernary 8th, That the 
Presbytery was to meet February iIAth, and that 


he was appointed to appear. before them, and 
the Clerk had ſhe wed him the Presbytery? s Minute 
to that Effect, he told the Clerk he would not 
appear;becaule he was not legally ſummoned, and 


made his Word Good, Page 200. 
People may judge what to think of his Vetacity 


and Ingenuity, by the following Inſtances. 1mo, 
In his Letter to che Presbytery he ſays, Whereas. 


the Presbytery deſires to know, what he had taught 
that Winter on the Subject ot the Trinity; this 


Favour he has granted to any Brother that asked 
0 * * does dee chearfully embrace this Op- 


portunity 
* 


— 


* 


Relpett to Church. Judicatories, but how 


* 


* 


a * 


„e. Ac 5 4 . 228 , 
portunity of giving Herz a free and ingenuous Ac- 
count of it, Which he judged neceſſary for their: 
Satisfaction, his on Vindication, and that of the 
College 4nt* Students, and for preventing unjuſt 
Reflections on the Ptesbytery, Hate Page 15. Yet 
he declined „ A —_—_— of 
the Presbyrery on thele Heads, ſaying, It was 
Meth d upte ua create 9 — Miſtake 0 
Page 25. Ang he like wiſe tefuſed to tell the Pteſ - 
bytery, what were the Hypotheſes he had laid aſide 
in teaching, and what lane: theſe he had gon» 
tinued to mention, age 178. 2d0, He ſays, had 
the Preshytty ſet down ſuch or ſuch Propoſitions. 
in his Letter, and told him, ihis is ertoneous and of 
a doubtfut meaning, in that Caſe he would have 
freely anſwered them, Page 32. And Page 39. he lays, 
He's heartily willing to give his Reverend Brethren; 
all juſt and reaſonable Satistaction, according to 
the Rules of the Golpel, &c. according to his 
Promiſe; yet Page 5 1. he declined to anſwer the firſt 
five Queries, aiter the Presbytery had made a full 
Condeſcenſion, and fell a — — againſt them, 
and talks undecently enough of their committing 
ſeyeral matiifeſt Miſtakes of his Meaning, Page 5 3. 
and quibbles licigioufly about a little Word (Theſe). 
in the Committee Letter to the Presbytery : What 
he pleads there, amounts, fo tar as I can ſee, to this, 
that he had only promiſed to anſwer his own Pro- 
poſit ion, but no way engaged to anſwer the Preſ- 

bytery,or any other Queſtions. See Page 59. 37:0, 

He ſays Page 12. he took all poſſible Care. to keep 
cloſs by the Expreſſions uſed in Scripture and our 
Confeſſion ; being ſenſible of the Danger of eſſaying 
to be wife aboye what is written, ——— The ex- 
preſs Words ot our Confeſſion he took in their li- 
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teral Senſe; and told the 85 ene they were fitter 
to expreſs that Doctrine, than any ;other he could 
tle in their Place; and Pag. 47. The Words ot 
Scripture: and our Confeſſion are ys] the lafelt 
and fitteſt : Theſe who have read his Papers in the 
State, 6.44 much more the Students who heard him 
teach,” the Miniſters and others who converſed 
familiarty with kim on theſe Heads, may judge, if he 
be ingenuous in cheſa Declarations. 410, He ſays, 
Page 51. The Letter contains a full ingenu- 
ous A count of what he taught laſt: Winter; yet 

the Oath of Witneſſes, with his own: Papers, ſhew 
that his Account is neither full nor ingenuous. Ito, 
The Charge againſt the Frebymg, for 1 
ſeyeral manifeſt Miſtakes of his N appears 
unjuſt, and quite unſupported; te, He „When 
he compares the Prohibitions in the Act of Afﬀem- 
bly 1717. with the Allegations of the ad Libel, he 
cannot find ſo much as a 8 Connection be- 
tween them; and Page 243, he ſays, He is con- 
ſeious to himſelf, that he — gr - obſerved the 
ree Prohibirions'in the foreſaid 4. as far as he 
Cold underfiand their Meaning; he has taken carc 
not to vent, as Mee coy Opeth, that tothe 
beſt of his Skill as not neceſſary to taught in 
Divinity; yea, further he ads * 244. He is not 
to be judged a Tranſgreſſor of the dad 1 
although he had vented as his own Opinion 
any or all of the Propoſitions alledged in the 
Libel; He had no Reaſon to ſuſpect he was 
8 to teach the Propoſitions libelled. 
theſe Paſſages it appeats, 199, That he 
looks upon that Libel and Poſitions, not [only as 
Truths but as neceſſary to be taught in Divinity. 
2d0, It is hard to believe him ingenuous here; can 


any Tee himſelf that Mr. * thinks the Aſ- 
ay ſembl y 
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removed, had they” taken proper Methods 
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embly 171 * Vas diſpleaſed With — * 
ht before, that they did not prohihit him to 

bw any Thing vented by him before, either in 


is Letters to Mr. Rowan, or in his Anſwers 80 


Mr. Webſter's '!Libel, OT proven againſti him h 
Wirneſſes ROT, Then it-15-hard for any to beliey 95 - Mr: 
Simſon ingenudus here, andal ſcauco think: any. Man 


will pretend it; unleſs he h much of. ae 


Mr Sim » himſelf” as to Mocdleſty and Sincerit 

nor is * WMurit eaſier for oneꝛto believe hir 3 
heſays Pi # 1959. Heis not. conſcious: to ümlelf, 
that he Had embraced any Opinion that is contrarg 
fo the Hock ite corſta ined in the. ĩStandards of the 
140; Heyuſtifies his avoiding-the” Term 
le 75 Hbefenbe, in teaching) from x Gor, ii 18. 
age 160. It will be hard for impartial People to 
Klicre thar his Regard to that Text determined 
Hir in aalen, when N e meet with Terms 
ufed bx fim n AR Pap rs large as exceptionable upon 


d the? Presbytery and hes are fully agreed, 
tld nor but know it was dhite orher- 
* And p. he ſays, To deal plainly, as far 

Tan underſtand, the firſt Riſe of the Diffe- 


bel Between him and others: did entirely conſiſt 


in His krepin cloſs by the: Words and literal 
bis Confe/ron\"Eeri The Doubts that 


che“ Pre rcery might A nut about his Ortho- 
dox , Axe” founded upon their own Jealouſies and 
Mi 7 pprehenfions, that might have been _ ſince 

or- It. 
Proper Methods! What Methods could the Presby- 
" take. Wich a Man of His Orthodoxy,}Upright- 


tery 
74 Humility, and Modeſty ? 1mo, They deſired 
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to .confer 


He ies 
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80 ſays Jays," p. * 11 he is per- 


r Aoki him; that he declined, alledging it 
: Would create Miſtakes.” 2av, "They: — Que- 


£3 


* 

* 

b 
: 
— 
zl 
[+ 
t 
* 
8 


Tis to him; he will not an 


pilers 


rocler him knowithdit Dakgn, nm deſiring, hir 
anfwell theſe; Queſtions, as whether Were to, 
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the» Depoſition of the Witneſſes, that he had de- 


64:39) ) rk 
( ſwerz bids them ann 
ſwer them themſelves, tells. them they had no Rea, 
ſon to uery him, more than to. query the. Com: 
01 the Confeſſiongi had they beenealive by 
the/ narroweſt Search he could not underſtand chat 
was tlleir Deſign in propoſing Queſtions to, him. 
t They gave him a Libel, he quaxreis chat al; 


 ſo>4hitrs,' ſhufles;{ wrangles; and gavils ad. nal P 


an. oclgno, He ſays, pt 26. "The: Pregbyery's a 
fave Queſtions,i:as far as he pexceives, aye. no New 
lation 'to:that; Letter of- his. Is itopaſfible for apy 
Minzos Senle roibelieve/bim: in; (his Ar- He lay 
dyrthen nafroweſt Search he could. make! inet 
Pricsbytery's Miuntes, he could not find an; Thing 
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his Ab ſtance iti determinigg are 
Fuih, br n: anſwering ſome Diſſigu matdub⸗ 
hd? he hadingt. 


Nifficülcies; ande well iknew he that they did not der 
his Favours; for. Which he has juſtly and gene- 
rouſly:requited them with the Gratitude of a tries 
paced. Seducer. With equal Veracity he ſays, p. 
112. He humbiꝝ conceives the Presbytery will judge 
that it was his Duty not to teach, that the three 
Perſons are to be ſaid to be either numerically or pe- 
cifically one indubſtance, accord ing to the ordinar Ve 
ofiche Lerm. 10m, He ſays, It does not appear from 


2 nyed 


4 of the Son any eſſential Ferſections of the Ear 


auſwer the Presbytery is Reaſonings, and Conſer 
quences drawn from what he ſays.in his Letter, 


| their References to Queſtion third, whether: they. be 


rences be richt or wreng, 3. Beſides, the Air 
Cn here, if any will 
tad that Purt of the State, he may eaſily judge 
God's holy Mountain, which vr read Pſalm. xv. 3 
Heart, agrees to him. Tam He ſays, N. 102. When 
Caution, Oc. it was a Piece of dutiful Reſpect to his 
Reverend Brethren, and that he might learn of them: 


ug over hiß Reverend Brethren in the former aſſaga, 
on dcſpifing them as a Set of weak ignorant Men; 
now in that Place, he's deſpiſing Mankind, as 

F he could make them believe any Thing he ſa ys, 
be it never ſo fooliſh, ſenſcleſs and incredible. 13 ue, 


He pleads the Expreſſions alledged againſt him, 


"$4332 


might flow from a Miſtake of bearing or ſpe: 
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